INTRODUCTION
The natural nesting sites of honey bees (Apis mellifera L) in the USA have only recently been studied in detail. Avitabile et al (1978) analyzed characteristics of 108 "bee trees" in Connecticut. Seeley and Morse (1976) described 39 tree nesting sites in New York, including details of the cavities and combs of 21 of these. Taber (1979) monitored 21 feral colonies in central Arizona over a period of 5 years. We describe here site characteristics of 94 nests in trees and 17 in the ground in California, encompassing a much wider geographic area and variety of habitats than in previous studies. We include data on an additional 82 feral colonies nesting in artificial structures. Our information was gathered while we collected feral bees for a morphometric study which will be described elsewhere.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
The locations of feral colonies in natural sites and artificial structures in 25 counties of California were relayed to us through personal contacts and in response to letters sent to land managers throughout the state. Most of the nests in trees were in park, rural, and wildland habitats. The sample was biased to include nests near human activity and within sight of observers on the ground. We (Anonymous, 1986) , except for directional nest entrance orientation and comb orientation data, analyzed using Rayleigh's test (Batschelet, 1981) .
RESULTS

Nests in Trees
Of 94 nests in trees, all but 6 were in living trees. We were able to identify the genus of the host tree for 82 nests; 1 colony was found in a palm tree of unspecified genus; 
Orientation of comb
We measured comb orientation at 13 colonies in natural situations (tree and ground cavities) and 5 colonies in artificial structures. Two of the colonies in natural situations had variable comb orientations, and were excluded from our analysis. Unlike orientation of nest opening, which is unidirectional and can vary throughout 360 degrees, comb orientation is axial and can be uniquely described within any 180 degrees of arc. We express comb orientation as a value between 90° and 270° (180° = northsouth axis) to best illustrate our findings (figure 5). Data pooled from all samples (trees, ground and artificial structures) show a uniform (or random) comb orientation distribution (Z = 1.69, P > 0.10, n = 16), as do the data from artificial sites alone (Z = 0.49, P > 0.10, n = 5). There were too few ground nests for statistical evaluation, so data from natural sites (ground and tree nests) were pooled; comb orientation for this set was nonuniform (Z = 3.54, P < 0.025, n = 11), with a mean angle of 184°. (Pillsbury and Kirkley, 1984 (Griffin and Critchfield, 1976 We found no preferred orientation of the nest entrance, but Avitabile et al (1978) found Ifantidis, 1978; Taylor and Otis, 1978) (Collins et al, 1982 
